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SOME NATIONAL REACTIONS TO THE ACQUISITION 
OF TEXAS, 1836- 1846 

CHAPTER I 

THE ANNEXATION OF TEXAS BY THE UNITED STATES 

Texas , one of t he Eastern Interior Provinces of Mexico , 

continued to develop rap idl y from 1820 to 1830 , a result 

_ much induced by t he invita tion wh ich Me xico extended to 

immigr ants . In 1830 , so strong a colony existed in Texa s 

that Mexico became a l a r med , and forbade t he further import - .... 

at ion of settlers f rom t he United St a tes . 'rh1s aroused t h e 

Texans , since they were cut off fr om their f r iends and re

latives . This was not the entertainment , says Yoakum, the 
1 

Texas historian , to which they had been invited . 

Texas Gains Her Independence 

Thus it became the great object of Texans to obtain 

autonomy in government . Stephen F . Aus tin was despa tched 

to Mexico in 1833 , to secure , if possible , t he separ ation 

of Texas from Coahu1la , to which it had been attached since 

1827 . The Mexican government r egarded this desire a s re

bellious , but offered no remedy to t he grievances of the 

people . 

II , 
1 Lyon G. Tyler , The Le tters and Times of the Tylers , 

253 . - --
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In 1835 Santa Anna , at the point of the bayonet , 

reduced the sovereign St a tes to departments, and dissolved 

the Leg islature of Coahuila and Texas . The Texans flew to 

arms , Santa Anna invaded Texas , and the war of independence 

had begun . It was terminated on the field of San Jacinto 

on Apr;1 21 , 1836 . The United States recognized the inde

pendence of Texas the following year . 

Texas as ked to be annexed to the American Union , but 

President Van Buren refu sed on t h e grounds t hat i t would 

involve t h e United States i n a war witb Mexico . In Se ptember , 

1837 , Jonn ~ incy Adams spoke against the annexation of Texas 

on constitutional grounds . In October , 1838, the offer of 

annexation was withdrawn by the Texas government . 

Between October , 1838 , and the arrival 1n Washington 

of James Reilley , the Texan Representative , in the spring 

of 1842, annexation was not an active issue . Adams was 

chairman of the Foreign Relations Co'.Tllll ittee during the 

twenty- sixth and twenty- seventh Congresses , and he was ever 

watchful of Texan and Mexican affairs . Ile hated Andrew 

Jackson , and held Tyler in such contempt that he c onsidered 

him unworthy of notice . Adams cor. sidered ~addy Thompson , 

newly appointed minister to Mexico , as an annexat1on1st , 

although Lyon G. 1'yler asserts that Thompson was s e lected 
2 

by President Harrison , and was not Tyler ' s choice . 

2 Ibid ., 16 . 
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When Mr . Tyler became President, Texas had for five 

years preserved her autonomy in defiance of Mexico . During 

that time not once did Mexico invade Texas soil . The 

massacres and cruelties of t h e Alamo and Goliad , and tne 

policy of pluGdering and thieving by small bands of ran

cheros from the Rio Grande, bespoke Mexico . The wonder is , 

s ays Tyler , not t ha t t he United States should have annexed 

Texas , but tha t the whole world should not have interfered 

with arms in Mex ico's tyrannical course . He furth er declares 

as follows : 

Von Holst and oth er writers of t hat ilk 
represent the settlement of Texas as a wel l 
understood conspiracy to snatch t hat territory 
from Mexico . There is not a word of truth 1n 
it . Had they been treated properly, t h e 
Texans wou ld never have thought of independ 
ence . But with what grace does Von Holst 
except Adams from t bat conspiracy? Jackson 
certainly wanted for his own glory to annex 
Texas , but to argue a purpose to augment 
the slave-power is as sensible as supposing 
that b e hanged Ambrister and Arbuthnot for 
t hat purpose; or that his proclamation in 
1833 against the nullifiers was to induce 
a Southern confederac y . It seems a ltogether 
proper that the ablest writer of the old 
Federal s chool should be a native of the 
despot ism of Germany . Von Holst ·denounces 
the violence of South ern men , when his om 
lan£Uage at times would put to blush the 
most approved f i rea ter , who is equally a 
denizen of a ll countries . A fair writer would 
say , on the whole , t ha t Southern literature 
bears about t he same comparison in t h is res
pect with Northern (vi.de - Von Holst, Adams' 
Memoirs , etc ., etc . ) that t h e cool-headed 
Southern Presidents, Washington , Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, and Tyler do, with the 
hot - headed Adamses .~ 

3 ~-, 252- 54 . 



Tyler Proposes Annexation by •rreaty 

scarcely had John Tyl er se a ted himself in the White 

Bouse , when Henry A. ·:iae, one of h is most intimate pol

itical friends, advised him to obtain Texas as soon as 

possible . The new President concurred in t h e advice , and 

a few months later wrote t he following to Daniel ~ebster , 

t he Secretary of State: 

I gave you a h int as to the pos sib ility 
of acquiring Texas by treaty --- I ver ily be 
lieve it cou l d be done --- Could t h e north be 
reconciled to it wou l d anyth i ng t hrow so 
bright a lustre around us? I t seems to me 
t hat t he great i n teres ts of t he north would 
be i nca lculably advanced by such an acquis -
ition --- How d eeply i nterested is t he sh i pping 
interest? Slavery - - - I know that is the ob ject
ion --- and it would be well founded if it did 
not already ex ist among us --- but my belief 
is that a rig id enf'orcement of t he laws 
against t h e s l ave tra,.i.e, would make 1n time 
as many free states , sout h , as t h e acquisition 
of Texas would add to slave states --- and 
then the future {distant it mi ght be) would 
present wonderful results . 4 

4 

Tyler ' s real motive 1n desiring to make th e a cquis 

ition was apparently an ambition to do someth ing brilliant 

for t he country and gain fame in its h istory . Such an 

achievement , h e doubtless h oped , would g ive him t hat per

sonal following in the nati on which b e desired to acquire . 

Because b e was unable to please either Democrats or Whi gs 

a s a party man , h e thought h e could pleas e them all as 

Americans by i dentifying himself with something of 

4 J . E . Smith , The Annexation of Texas , 103 . 
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nonpartisan value . 

However , one finds that Tyler ' s cabinet was not in 

harmony on annexation . Secretary of State ebster , for 

example , was opposed to slaver y and Southern domination . 

He considered t h e port of San Francisco worth twenty ti.mes 

t h e whole of Texas . Thus , Tyler could only wait and feel 

abou t for elements of support . 

Early in t he winter of 1842- 43 , several members of 

Congress let t h e President kn ow t hat t h ey favored t he 

annexation of Texas . Nich olas Bi dd l e , h ead of t he United 

. States Bank, also mad e it known t hat h e favored the annex

ation even though he was a North ern man . Be further stim

ulated Tyler by pointing out as a mat t er of great importance 

that t he acquisition would g ive t h e United States a sub

st antial monopoly of cotton , which meant not on ly a guar

anty of Southern prosperity , but a rope around t h e neck of 
5 

t h e foreign nation most to be feared , Great Britian. 

In May, 1843 , Webster resigned as Secretary of St a te , 

and Judge A. P. Upshur of Virginia succeeded to that post . 

Only a month prior to this , Van Zandt described Upshur as 

the best possibl e man to succeed 7ebster 1n so far as the 

interests of Texas wero concerned . Upshur , accord in g t o Van 

Zandt , h ad the nerve to take res ponsibility a nd act with 

decision . Webster himself admitted later t hat no better 

5 ~ -, 109 . 



6 

choice was possible . 

In t h e s pr ing of 1843 , something ver y suggestive 

occurred . An abol i tion movement suddenly made its a ppear

ance i n Texas . Many of t he Sou t hern pa pers were a l a r med 

by it , and t he news s pread rap i d l y North . By many Amer

icans, Engl and was believed to be behind t he movement to 

free t h e sla ves . The Balt imore American, f or example , 

declared t hat sh ou l d t he s ch eme be carried out , Texas wou l d 

naturally drift into British control . Thus , Engl and cou l d 

use her effectively against us i n t ime of war . 

It is evident t hat t h e Texas issu e stirred t he United 

States more and more f rom t he close of 1841 t o t h e ear l y 

month s of 1844 . Tyler , Gi lmer, Adams , and h is a ssociates, 

t h e legislatures of States , the administration journals , 

'.Vebs te r , and Wa l ker , al l concurred in g iving noti ~e t hat a 

move in t he cause of annexation was soon to be .made . On 

t he t h ird of November , 1843 , Upshur received fiv e des patch es 

from w. s . Murphy , t h e American re pr ese nt a tive 1n Te xas . 

One infor med him t hat no American vessels were t h en engaged 

in t he Gul f t r ade . Th is meant an i ncrea se of Brit i sh 

prestige and i nfluence in t hat quarter . Another des patch 

sta ted t hat Elliot , t he Br i t i s h minister , had ur ged t he 

Bea les claim with much earnestness . A t h ird c ontained a 

newspaper t hat, 1n Murphy 's opinion , was tur ning t he affect 

ions of t he people of Texas from t h e United States to Engl and . 

A fourth despatch had a good deal to say about t h e abolition 
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designs of t h e British government . More i mportant , however , 

was a fifth despa tch , for it covered a transcript of the 

correspondence that had passed between Elliot and Jones , 

t he Texas Secretary of State, wi t h referenc e to t he truce 

with Mexico . lt 1s to be remembered that Texas and llex ico 

signed an armistice on I<'ebruary 15 , 1844 . A revival of the 

movement to annex Texas to t he United States brought an end 
6 

to t his armistice a few months later . 

After Pr es ident Houston had been assured t hat the United 

States really me ant business , he sent to t he Congress of 

Texas on January 20, 1844 , h is secret annexation me ssage . 

The real obj ect of t h e mes sage was an appropriation to cover 

the expenses of an addit i onal agent to the United States 
7 

sh ou ld certain contingencies hap~en . Five t h ous and dollars 

was appropriated f or t h is pur pose, and J . Pi nckney Henderson 

was a ppointed to j o ir: Van Zandt in '!la.sh i ngton .to try t o draw 

up an annexation treaty . Their instructions were to try to 

obtain from the Unit ed States befor e beg inning negotia tions 

as full a guarantee as possible on t h e question of protection 

against Mexico . On April 12, 1844, t he treaty of annexation 
8 

was signed i n Washington . 

6 R. N. Rich ardson , Texas~~ Star State , 164 . 

7 Henderson Yoakum, History of Texas , II , 427 . 

8 L. J . Wortham,! History of Texas , IV, 147. 
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The Annexation Ques tion is Thrown Into National Politics 

As t he Presidential campaign of 1844 drew near , it was 

seen t hat lienry Clay would be the standard- bearer for t he 

Vlhig Party . The situation was very different with t h e Demo

crats . Almost immediately after Harrison ' s victory in 1840 , 

Van Buren began campaigning for t he nomination in 1844 . 

During the t hree years that followed, conventions in twenty

four of t he t wenty-six St a tes voted for him . More than 

t hree - fourths of the t wenty- six States instructed t h e de 

legations to vote for Van Buren in the comi ng national 

convention of the party . However , t n is apparent unanimity 

was far from being real . 

Tyler , finding t hat even t h e Massachusetts ~'higs were 

against h i ~ , des pite Webster ' s great 1n.fluence , t ·1rned to

wards t he Democrats for support . But the Northern wing of 

that par ty feared t hat h is r e turn to it would injure van 

Buren's prospects, and gave t h e President a cool shoulder . 

Representative Cave Johnson declared that t he whole pat 

ronag e of t he government was being thrown in favor of annex

ation and aga inst Van Bu ren . Tyler opposed Van Buren ' s 

nomination because he feared that Van Buren would not 

support t h e annexation issue . 

Calhoun also had reasons for being against Van Buren . 

He , as Tyler , believed in State - righ ts and slavery , and he 

ha~ed the tariff with real bitterness . There was a lso a 
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long- standing feud between him and Van Buren . 

Besides Tyler and Calhoun , Cass , R. M. Johnson , and 

Buchanan were Presidential as pirants . Each labored in h is 

own interests , and each worked against Van Buren . As far 

back as 1843 , Calhoun men were to be found in t he South and 

Sou t hwest who vowed that t hey would vote for t h e Whig can

dida te rath er t han to support Van Buren . 

Henry Clay had been studying t he annexation question 

very seriously . lie had traveled through the Sou t h and found 

out , at New Orleans , t ha t t he United States was trying to 

annex Texas . Clay is sued a st a tement to t he pape1•s in which 

he denounced Tyl er for try ing to do t his . Mr . Cl ny declared 

t hat by t he treaty of 1803 , the United states obtained a 

title covering all t he territory to the Rio Gro.nde . He 

declared further t nat 1n 1 819 t h e United States gave up the 

reg ion beyo~,d the Sabine . He believed t hat it was dis 

honorable to lay claim to what we had surr endered . Then , 

too, the statesman believed tnat t h e act would plunge this 

country into war with Mexico . Clay was denounced by char ges 

t hat h e was sacrificing t h e interests of th e South to gain 

votes in t he opposite quarter , and h e was also accused of 

pro- British sentiment . 

The Whig Party met for Its national convention at 

Ralt 1more on l ay 1 , 1844 . Henry Clay was unanimously 

nominated for t he Presidency . Annexation was not mentioned 

1n t h e plat form, but t he candidate's declaration against it 

EST/I I I IDnA ,..",, 



was equivalent to a party pronouncement . 

10 

9 

On May 27 , a Tyler convention met 1n the same city. 

Tyler accepted 1ts invitation and made his letter of 

acceptance available to the people . In it he a'Um!:lar1zed 

the events of the annexation treaty and pledged himself 

to go through with the matter . Later , Tyler expla ined that 

as h e could not run t he r i sk of Van Buren•s nomination and 

the consequent failure of his great project , he cal.led a . 

convention .of his own so as to leave to the Democrats merely 

an opt.ion between a Texas man and def eat . 

On the same day as Tyler's convention the Democratic 

Party asse bled at Baltimore , but here t he sailing was not 

as smooth as 1n eith er t h e Tyler convention or the Whig 

convention . Van Buren had a majority on the first ballot , 

but that was not enough since t he rules were changed re

quiring at o- thirds vote . As the balloting went on , 1t was 

seen that Van Buren was out of the re.co . Thus , they turned 

to James K. Polk, a dark horae . 

The dele ates ent wild over t he nominee . Francis 

Wharton explained the ::natter clea.rl7 to Calhoun when he 

said that t h e people were excited, not because Polk was 

nominated , but because the party as not broken up . The 

convention adopted a plank strongly favorable to annexation. 

The following 1s a part of the platform: 

9 ~ -, 162 . 



Resolved , that our title to the whole 
of the territory of Oregon is clear and 
unquestionable; that no portion of the same 
ought to be ceded to England or any other 
power; and t hat the re-occupation of Oregon 
and the re-annexation of Texas at t he 
earliest practicable period are great 
American measures. which t h is convention 
recommends to the cordia l support of the 
Democracy of the Union .10 

Fate of the Treaty 

On April 22 , 1844 , the annexation treaty was read 

11 

t wice, ordered printed in conf idence for the use of the 

Senators, and referred to the committee on forei gn relations. 

For nearly three weeks it was ! scussed 1n the committee 

room, and on Hay 10 it was reported . 'l'hree days later , 

Senator Thomas H. Benton of 1ssour1, offered a fe re

solutions to be added to t he treaty: that t he annexation 

of Texas ould be an assumption of t he war bet een that 

c ountry and exico; that the treaty- making power ha s no 

right to c r e ate a war either by declaration or adoption; 

and t h at the territory abandoned i n 1819 ought to be reunited 

with the American Union as soon as it can be done with the 

consent of the majority of the people of the United States 

and of Texas , and when Mexico shall either consent to the 

s ame or acknowledge the independence of Texas, or cell.Se to 

prosecute the war against her on a scale commensurate wit h 

the c onquest of t he c ountry . 

The effect of Cl ay 's and Van Buren 's l etters on the 

10 J . E. Sm1 t h , .2,£• ~•, 255. 
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annexation of Texas was of course i ;nmens e . The Spectator 

announced that Clay 's letters would ki ll t ne measure. Then , 

a great number of adverse resolutions , petitions , and 

memorials poured into t he House and Senate, and t heir 

strength could not fail to have s ome effect upon the members 

of Congress . For example, the Connecticut leg isla ture 

resolved that annexation would violate our treaty with 

Mexico and virtually declare war upon her . 

On t he other hand , h owever , t here were several factors 

t~at favored the annexation treaty . A desire to obta in the 

Texas trade had recently shown itself in Congress, und in 

February, 1844 , citizens of rew York h ad begged the Sena tor·s 

to ratify the treaty of navigation and commerce which had 

been arranged with Texas . A petition from Maine wh ich was 

signed by both parties argued t hat the a nn exation of Texas 

was essential. It further declared t hat t h e extension of 

Texas as an independent nation would be troublesome if not 

dangerous; tnat in time she mi ght become unfriendly toward 

the United State~ ; that in peace our interests would suffer 

from her ·unequal competition and the diversion of her trade 

to other channels; and t hat annexation , i mproving our 

boundaries , add ing to our security and strength in case of 

war , i ncreasing our commerce a nd shipping business in times 

of peace, enlarging the market for our manufactures , pro

moting our internal trade , and opening a general field for 

the enterprise of our citi zens, woul d confer benefits like 



those derived from the acquisition of Louisiana . More 

emphatic were the resolutions of t he Mi s sissippi legis 

lature, which urged t he immedia te annexation of Texas , 

and maintained that any attempt of a foreign power to 

obtain it should be considered by t he United States a 

sufficient cause for war . Benton asserted that during 

13 

the debates on the annexation treaty the State Department , 

the 'Vhite House, t h e lobbies of th e Senate , and all oth er 

public places were crowd ed wi t h speculators i n Texas l and 

and 1n claims aga inst Me xico. All were working for 

ratification. 

No one really knew how t n e Sena tors would vote . Only 

one day before final action -a s t aken, Henderson, wh o was 

appointed to join Van Zand t i n Washington to draw up an 

annexation treaty, i nformed Jones , the Tex~a Secretary of 

State, that t h e Senators d i d not kn ow what to do . Finally, 

on t he eighth of June, a decision was reach ed . By a vote 

of thirty-five to sixteen the United States Congress for 
11 

t he second t im e r ~j ected t h e annexation of Texas . 

Annexation is Offered Texas by Resolut i on 

The United States government assured Henderson upon 

his arrival i n Washin gton t nat , in case of necessity , Texas 

would be annexed by a legislative act . It should be remem-

11 H. s . Thrall,! History E£_ Texas , 137 . 
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bered that on the day t he annexation treaty was introduced 

Van Zandt wrote t ha t the President had promised , should 1t 

not be ratified , t o urge i !l?!led1ately upnn Congress t h e 

passage of an equiva lent law . That equivn[ent law was 

obviously based upon that provision of the constitution 

wh i ch empo era the two Houses jointly t o admit new States . 

President Houston was a s ~ured by letters f rom the United 

States that annexation a t some period was lnevito.ble , and 

Texas as advised to keep herself in a receptive mood so 

t hat whenever t:00 time arrived t h ere would be no new 
12 

obstacles in the way . 

Congress was now almost at an end, an:i there was no 

course open far President Tyler except to wait until December , 

when Congress would reassemble . At tmt time t he President 

was ready to act on the matter . Bis annual Lessage re-

ferred to t h e Texas question at length , and a gain h e s tressed 

the advantages of securing Texas . lie a lso pointed out t hat 

the election results pr oved t hat th e public wanted Texas 
13 

annexed L-tunedfately . 

On December 18, 1844 , President Tyler sent anoth er 

es s age to Co ress 1n 'Vt}. 1ch h e covered t he rel ations of 

the United States 1th L1exico . Be declared the. t !lexlco bad 

violated her agreements with us , aI¥1 now besides i nsulting 

l2 J . E. Brown, History or Texas , rr , 304 . 

13 R. N. R1cbards on , ~ • ~ •, 165 . 



us endeavors to set one par t of our pe ople against t he 

other by f omenting our dif ferences of opinion regarding 

s l avery and the inc or poration of Texas 1nto the Union . 

15 

He t hen wen t on to arg.ie t hat annexation was not a s ection

a l issue at all , and urged that as a reply to t he outrages 

and misrepresent a tions of our 11 dear' neighbor the bes t course 

would be to act promptly on the annexat ion is sue . 

At t h is time public opinion was setting more and more 

strongl y i n favor of t he Presid ent ' s wishe s . Tj e New York 

Courier and Enquirer showed t he attitude of the c ountry 

by going over to the s ide of the admin i stration . Th is does 

not mean, h owever , that all opposition ceased . The Boston 

Atlas , for e xample , declared that Massachusetts would not 

submit to the annexat ion of Te :-::as . Even the Democrats felt 

by no !!leans sure of c arrying t he measu re t b rough at once . 

Calhoun thou gh t t he pros pec t " pretty f a ir . " Al monte, t he 

Aex ican mi nis ter to Texas who was watching affairs closely 

in t he interes t of ~ex ico , believed that nothing wou l d be 

done until after t he ina.u~at1on of Polk . 

Soon after t h e Dec ember sess ion began , h owever , several 

proposit ions were brought forward relating to t h e annexation 

of Texas . The first of t h ese c ame from Representative 

Weller , a Democrat from Ohio . li is plan stipulated that 

Texas should become a Territory, t nat h er public l ands 

should be used to pay her debt , and that a commission should 

determ ne t he b~~ndary. This plan met with considerable 
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favor since it did not ment ion slavery. Four days l utor 

Stephen A. Douglas of Illinois offered a joint resolution 

1n the Senate s 1.milar to the one offered by Tieller. 

Tibbatts , a Kentucky Democrat, followed 1th a resolution 

based upon the treaty of 1803 which contemplated the ad.

mission of Texas as a State no larger than the largest 

member of the Uni on , her debt to be pe.1d with the proceeds 

of the s a les of her public lands , and h er territory to be 

free north of the Missouri Compromise line . 11ton Brown , 

a Tennessee Whi g , proposed a simple proposition . It pro

vided that the territory rightfully belong ing to the republic 

of Texas might become a State , referred the adjustment of 

her boundary to the government of the Union, as sumed neither 

her debts nor h er public lands , left ~~e question of slavery 

sou th of the Missouri Compromise line optional with the 

people , and prohibited involuntary servitude in the i ns i g

nificant northern portion . Numerous oth er plans were alao 

proposed . 

A flood of argument ensued , and it came to be seen 

more and more clearly as the days passed that a substantial 

majority desired the anne xation of Texas . Brown ' s resolution 

was adopted after a provision had been added that excluded 

slavery north of t h e Missouri Compranise l i ne . 

/h1le t h is discussion am vot 1ng was tak1ng place in 

the Ilouse , the Senate was neither unmindful nor inactive . 

Similar resolut ions were being in t roduced 1n t ha t body . 



According to t he London Times , the Senate was the only 

American institution commanding res pe ct abroad , and here 

at least the c aus e of right was expected to triumph . 

Petitions and resoluti ons poured i n to bo t h House s both 

for and against annexat ion . 

17 

The passage of Brown's resolut ion in the lower House 

was ma d e known officially t o t h e Senate on January 27 , and 

its concurrence was inv i ted . On Februar y 27 , t he Senate 

passed a resolu tion that was a little d ifferent f r om Er~wn ' s 

resolu tion . The House tried to add amendments to the Sen

ate version , but t he Speaker ruled out a ll dilatory points 

of order and r efused to entertain appeals . It wa s endorsed 

by t h e Eouse , t h is t ime more emp atically than before . On 

March 1 , 1845 , President Tyler signed t he r e solution, thus 
14 

completing t h e proces s of i ts enactment . 

Texas is Annexed 

' Major Donelson , the United States char ge in Texas , 

visited Houstor. and f ound h im to be opposed to the Amer ican 

terms . Especially d id he ob ject to t he cession of Texas 

public property and t he uncertainty of t h e sou thwestern 

boundary . Donelson tried to convinc e Houston that t he 

annexation of Texas would be good for his country , but h e 

would not listen . Houston went even fu.rther by complaining 

14 L. 3 . Wortham, 2-E• ~ •• 189 . 
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that Brown ' s resolution meant dictating the terms and driving 

Texas into submission . He decla red that Texas shou ld have 

some say about the matter, and that being c ompelled to 

surrender her property wi thout conpensation, she really 

has to pay a price for Amer ican statehood . Donelson re 

ceived the impression that were it left to Houston, the 

measure would fail as far as Texas was concerned . 

Anson Jones was inaugurated as President of Texas on 

Dece~ber 9 , 1844 . Re was born at Grea t Barring t on , Mai ne , 
15 

in , 1798 and had been a country doctor 1n Mas sachusetts . 

Donelson i nterviewed J ones a lso and found that someth ing 

strange was going on , but he could not find out what that 

was . Jones merely intimated that he expected to receive 

someth ing from Mexico within the next sixty days. However , 

public opinion soon forced President Jones to li~ten to 

the American proposals . For some t ime now the people had 

been in a perfect commot ion and some even proposed to lynch 

J~nes , should he offer the least opposition to t he American 

proposals . 

Under these circumstances Donelson felt ready to sub

mit t he mat ter to the Texas inhabitants . All the Texan 

authorities needed to do , explained Donelson, was to ex

press their acceptance of the proposition and summon a 

conven tion to modify the constitution and the government . 

15 Anson Jones , Memoranda ar.d Official Correspon ence 
Re l ating to tbe Republic of TexaS:-1 . 
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He expla ined that t h is grea t question was in t he hands of 

Texas . Major Donelson asserted further tha t it depends 

upon h erself whether she will be resta ed to the family 

of States or run t he hazards of a separate career, at a 

peri.od in the affairs of t he world when the fr i ends of 

a d ifferent system of government are urged by t he most 

powerful motives to resist the extension of t he republican 
16 

principle . He pointed out t hat much was conceded on t he 

other s ide , and i t w s believed that for like reasons 

Texas ou ld a lso overlook mi nor cons iderations . So s poke 

Donelson . 

Jones now compl a ined that the United St ates could have 

been more lenient , but that he o~ld interpose no obstacle 

to the submission of tbe resolution to Congress and the 

people . Accordingl y , on April 15 , a proclamation was 

issued calling upon t he Senator s and Represen t a tives to 

meet at ashington- on- the- Brazos June 16 , 1845 . It was fear 

on h is part of the people rather than a zeal for annexation 

t hat caused Jones to do this . Annexation meetings s prang up 

everywhere , but t her e were no me eting s held t hat opposed the 

plan . 

The Senate and t he House of Representatives of t he 

Republic of Texas agreed t o t he foll owing resolution: 

Be it r esolved by the senate and hous e 
of represent atives of t he republ i c of Texas 

16 J . H. Smit h , ~ • .,ill•, 442 . 



in Congress assembled , l'hat the government 
of Texns doth consent that t he people end 
territory of the r epublic of Texas oay be 
er ected into a new Stnte , to be called the 
State of Texas, wit h a republican form of 
sovernment , to be ado pted by the people of 
said republic , by deputies in convention 
assembled , in order that the sa e may be 
admitted as one of the States of the Amer 
i can Union; and said consent is g iven on the 
terms , guar antees, and conditions set forth 
1n t h e preamble to th is Joint resolution.i7 

20 

Texas was admitted to the Union by a joint resolution 

of the Congress of the Un1tec States wnich read ~s follows : 

Resolved by t h e Senate and House of 
Repr esentatives of the United St ates of 
America 1n Congress assembled , That the 
Stat e of Texas shall be o .. e , am is hereby 
declared to be one , of the United Sta tes 
of America , a.~d admitted into t h e Uni ~n 
on an equal footing with t h e original · 
states 1n all respects matever . 

And be it further resolved , That unt il 
t he Representat ives i n Congress shall be 
apportioned according to an actual 
enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
United States , the State of Texas shall 
be entitled to choose two Repr esentatives . 

Approved , December 29 , 1845 . 18 

17 B. p . Poore , The Federal and State Constitutions , 
Col onial Charter .a , and75ther Organrc-r.aws of the unlted 
St ates , Part ff , 17rn5°=66 . - - --

18 ~ -, 1783- 84 . 



CHA .?'rER II 

F'AVORABLE REACTIONS ·ro THE AC QU ISITION 01:i' 'rEXAS 

Major issues usual ly have ar~ ents both for and 

a gainst them. The annexation of Texas was no exception , 

and t h is Ch apter will attempt to enumera te some of th e 

favorable re actions to t he movement . 

Blood Ties 

Inn s pe e ch b efore t he Dnited St a tes House of Re pre

senta tives i n 1 845 , Alex •mder E . Ste phens of Ge or 1a d e 

clared t ha t t he pe ople of Texas were mostly emigr nnts from 

the United States , and t hat t h ey were of t he Americo

Ane lo Saxon race . 11 Our s y.npa t h. es are with t h em," h e 

said , "and t h ey are att a ch ed to our i nstitu ti ons and 

for m of government , and , i n t heir struggles for t h e es 

tablishment of t he s ame , it is but natural that we sh ould 

be disposed to ~xtend t h e~ a helping hand , though our 
1 

individual i nterest may not t hereby be advanced ." 

Outlet for United states Population 

Mr. Stephens also f a vored the annexation of Texas 

1 From t h e s peech of Ale xander rr . Stephens delivered 
on t he flo or of t h e Nati onal Hou se of Representatives in 
1845 , a nd printed in part in David Potter and Thomas a. 
Manning .._ !-ia t1ona l1sm and Sectiona lism in :1..'Ilerica , 1775-
~, 9G e --
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becaus e h e thougJ. t t l:i.at lt would afford an outlet for t he 

accumulating population i n t h e United Sta t es . It iould 

open a new field for t h e pionee1· , and since t h e American 

people liked to roam, it would be a place to acquire new 

lands , adventure , and enterprise . The people could carry 

with t h em t heir habits and customs without incurring the 

liability of expa triation, or forfeiting the rights and 

privileges of boin[; American citizens . 

A<! c. Political v:eirh t and Importance to the South 

l'h e Georg i an Hepresen t a tive f a vorec. t l e annexation for . 
another reas on . This r o&s on was t h e s ectional or s o· t h ern 

ques t ion . Ile reiterated once a gain that the a C.:u ition of' 

'rexas wou ld not promote t h e South 's pecuniary interests , 

but t hat it would g ive them political weight and i mportance . 

Mr . St eph ens confes sed t hat h is f eelings of att achr:lent were 

most ardent towards t h e section that he represented , and 

t h en he asked : 11 And lg it not natural and excusable t hat 

t h ey should be? The South is my home -- my fath erland . 
2 

Her fate ls my fate , a nd h er destiny my destiny . " Mr . 

Stephens declared furth er t hat h e wanted Te xas , not to ex

tend sla very, but t o strengt h en t h e southwestern section in 

the national councils . He sta ted. t h at h e wa s no defender of 

slavery in the abstract , and d i d not wish or h ope to see 

2 ~ - , Q3 . 
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slavery extended to ot h er countr ies . I f the annexation of 

Texas v;e re f or t he sole pur pose of extend i ng slavery , h e 

woul d have op posed it , f or at t ha t tlme slavery existed in 

Texas and would cont i nue to exis t there even after t he 

annexat ion . h is purpos e in obtaining Texas was to ba lance 

t h e d ifferent sections of t h e country . The Repre sentative 

further stated t h at if the people lookeu around t hey could 

see t h e Ba s t prospering by her econ omy , her industry , by 

her commerce , navigation, and mechanic arts . rhe \' est was 

b ooming with h er millions of population , and now vied f or 

the ascendency on the f loor . ~by shouldn't t h e South be 

advancing too? Were h er l imits never t o be enlarged , and 

he r i nfluence and power never to be i ncreased? 

These and oth er ques t ions t he Representative from 

Georg i a a s ked . Conclud i ng h is speech , Mr . Stephens added: 

tt As one of her sons , I say no . Let he r, too , enter tbe 

g lorious rivalship ; not with feelings of strife , jealousy , 

or envy -- such sentiments are not characteristic of h er 

people -- but ~1 t h aspirations prompted by the s pirit of a 
3 

laudable emul s.t i on and an honorable ambition . 11 

Settlement of a Lar ge r Issue 

Another reason Mr . Stephens favored the annexation of 

Texas was t hat he though t the question would decl<ie a far 

3 Ibid . 
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gr eater issue -- whether or not the 1 1m ~ts of the United 

states would ever be enlarged . He s poke of Mr. Collamer's 

speech in Which the Vennont gentleman thought that the Roman 

empire fell of its own weig1t because it had acquired too 

vast an empire. He also thought that England was spreading 

too much to k eep her empire together . To th1s i~r . Stephens 

declared tmt t he re was a wide difference between t hese 

cases . Rome exterrled her d ominions by c onquest making h er 

newly acquired inhabitants slaves . England ext ended .er 

do~1nion and power upon a different pr1nc1ple -- the pr in

ciple of colonization . Eer provinces were subject to her 

laws, bu~ were deprived of the r igh ts of represen t a tion . 

lie said , " B-..i t 1th us a n ew system or scheme has commenced . 

It is the system of a. confederation of Sto.tes . V,'ho 

undertake to say to what e Atent t his system may not 

Who is 

but no 

prepared now to rise up arrl say: It shall go 
4 

f arther . " 

Uniformi ty of La a far the Cotton and Sugar 
Growing Interests 

sh all 

go? 

t hls far 

!r . Stephens stated the. t t r..e North and West, not the 

South , would benef1 t from the an r:e xa t1 on of Te :,-as 1n so far 

as the benefits of trade and commerce were concerned • 

. e st ated t hat the North wru.ld have an enl ged marKet 

for i ts manufactures , and wou l d have a ne competitor 

in t he field of raw materials wh ich she ::..a s to buy, and 

4 ~ -. 92- 3 . 
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by wh ich she wou l d be enabled to get 1t ch eaper . The 

Georg ian Represent a t ive decla red that t he s ame was true 

with the West with its breads tuffs , wh ile t h e Sout h wou ld 

have noth ing to sell to t he peopl e of Texas , but woul d feel 

sore l y her rea l competition in the production of cotton and 

sugar . "If I looked at these facts," Mr . Stephens contin

ued , 11 I would certainly oppose t he annexation of Texas be

cause she would develop those staples more so i f sh e joined 
5 

the Union than if sh e remained independent . " lle stated , 

however , t hat other factors influenced nis judgment . 

Mr . Stephens expl ained that he cons ldare.d it i~portant 

t h at t he cot ton and sugar gro ' ing interests of t he continent , 

as f a r as possible , should be sub ject to t he same law~ . 

This he favored to ~r event undue advantages in the markets 

of the world . If Texas sh ould remain ou t of t hs Union , and 

a riva lsh i p should spring up there to t he staples of th e 

South, he decl ared t hat our interests mi ght be greatly in

jured by regulations with other countries , partial to theirs , 

and discriminating against ours . Mr . Stephens explained t hat 

t h is could not happen if t h e whole be made ~~bj ect to the 

s ame l aws and policy . 

Access to the Navigation of t h e Mississippi 
for all People 

5 Ibid ., 91 . 
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The Georgian Representative e xpl a ined further t hat a 

l ar ge section of Texas l a y upon nav lgable waters flowing 

i nto t h o •iss1ss1pp1 , and ould always seek a , arket t hrough 

t h e ou tlet of t hat river . More t han th r ee hundred thous and 

doll s ' worth of cotton , produced 1n e xas in 1843 , was 

sh ipped from Ne Orleam . A duty was paid on t h is cotton 

as lt entered t he limits of the United States . Then it 

was en titled to t h e drawback upon f ina l ship!Dent . Mr . 

Stephens explai ned that th is was all inconvenient and ould 

increase as t 1me went on. Th e h istory of t h e world re-

veal a th e necessity for t he pe a ce of a country that t h e 

navigation of waters should be free and equal to t hose who 

live upon t h eir borders . To avoid difficulties like t he ones 

the Un i ted St ates h ad when Spain c ontrolled t h e mou t h of th e 

.1ss1ss1pp1 , it as importan t that Texas be l ·rought into the 
6 

Un ion . 

Extension of Slavery 

John c. Calhoun of South Carolina and oth er ~rom1nent 

men took a positi ·e stand in favor of annexation . or s ome 

years abolition societies h ad sent petitions to Con ess 

pray ing f or t h e abolition of slavery i n t h e Di s tri ct of 

Columbia without creat1ni much excitement . The twenty- fourth 

Congres s was a lso flooded with th an, and now t hey were t aKen 

more seriously . In the Senate , • Calhoun denounced them 

6 Ibid ._ 92 . 
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a s incendh1.r y documents , and moved that they not be re 

ceived . In 1836, h e introduced a bi l l whereby postmasters 

were author ized to seize and s u p press a l l anti - slavery 

doc uments . 

Mr . Calhoun delivered a speech in the United States 

Senate on February 6 , 1837 , in which h e stated t hat 

slave ry , instead of an evil , was a positive g ood . He 

st a tec a s follows : 

I ho l d that in the presen t state of 
civilization, whe r e two races of different 
orig in , and d istingu ished by color , and 
ot her phys ical diff'orenc e s , as well as 
intellectuul , are bl'ougbt toge t he r , the 
relation now exis ting i n the slaveholding 
St a tes be t we en t h e two , i s , instead of an 
evil, a g ood a pos itive g o od . 7 

His argument is sometimes called the " Greek Democracy" 

argument . Calhoun declar ed that t here has n ever e x isted a 

wealthy and civili z ed society in which one portion of t h e 

c ommuni t y did not live on the l abor of the oth er . 

Soon after Texas received h er independenc e , Cal houn 

pronounced himself not only in favor of the i mmediate 

recognition of t he inde pend ence of rexas , but of its annex

a tion to the United States . However , he denied t hat h i s 

mai n object in advocating ann exation was to secure add i t ion

al s l a ve territory . But this was the ma in 0b ect of his 

party , and it was n othing d iscreditable to the ~postle of 

7 Ibid ., 176- 77 . 
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slaver y , who deplored the l a ck of equil ibrium between t h e 

fr e e and s l a ve State s , tha t h e shou l d wish the ac d it i on of 
8 

Texas t o t he s l ave s i de . 

Al bert G. Brown , a Senat or f r om Mi s s i ss i pp i, s t a t ed 

i n a s pee ch to t h e Sena te t h a t t h ere were t h ree hundr ed 

and f i f ty t h ou s a nd s l a veh ol d ing ar i s t oc r a t s i n t h e Sout h . 

This was on l y one in one hundred of t h e ent i r e popn l e.tion . 

Speaking to Will i am ii . 3e ;a r d and a ls o t o t he abolition

ists , wh o cou ld n ot s e e wh y t h e popu l ation as a wh ol e 

su pported slave r y , Br own s ubge s t ed t h a t t h ey h ave a socia l 

i nterest a t s take t h at i s wor t h more to t h e~ t h an a ll t he 

wea l th of all the Ind ies . The Sena t or s ta t ed t h a t in i s 

St ate t h e r e wer e about t rsr ee hundr·ed. and fift y t h ous and 

wr. ites , an d about an e qua l numbe r of b l a cks . '.'.!h a t wou ld 

b e t he im~ed i a t e and necess ary cons e que ~ce if t h e ; e gr oes 

were a ll se t f r e e ? s t r u ggl e f or t h e s upre ma cy wou l d e n -

sue , a nd t he we a l thy wou l d gath er up t h eir p ile s and move 

to some oth er sect i on of t h e United St a t es . Th is ,·ou ld 

le a ve t h e poor wh ites t o s uf f er under t he b l a cks wh o wou l d 

ou t number t he v.h ites s ome f our or f i ve t o -:me . Brown 

decl t:i.r ed in t he f ollow i n words : 

I f t h e white man , r·edu ced to s uch a 
condition , were a l l cwed t o mar r y h i s son s 
to Negr o wive s , or h i s daughters to Ne gr o 
husbands, h e mi ght b l ess h is star s . If t he 
Senator f r om ~lew York expec t s t h e a i d ct: 
non- slaveh olders in t h e South in bring i ng 

8 Carl Schur z , Life of Henr y Clay , II , 261 . 



Qbout this st a te Jf social relations , let 
me tell him he is greatly mistaken . 9 

'l'he frame of mind of the Southern leaders ls well 
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set f orth in t h e message of Governor McDuffie to the South 

Carolina leg islature in 1835 . Ee spoke of the a ttempts 

of certain societies arrl persons of t he non - slaveholding 

States who ha.d spread pamphle ts and le nf lets a:nong them to 

excite t he Negroes to insurrection and massacre . The 

Governor then added : 

The crime which th ese foreign incen 
diaries have co'.ll!Ilitted against the peace 
of the State, is one of t he very h i ghes t 
grade known to human laws . It no t only 
stri ke s at the ver y existence of society , 
but 3eek s to a ccompl. sh the ca t a strophe , 
by t he most horrible '.!leans , ce l ebr~ting 
t he obsequies of t he St ate in a saturnial 
carnival of blood and ~rder , and wh ile 
brut ally violntLng ell t he cha rities cf 
life , _and desecra ting the very a lt ars of 
r e lig ion , i ~piously calling upon Beaven to 
s anction t h ese abominations . It is my 
de libera te op ~nion , that t h e l aws of every 
community should punish t n is species of 
interf erence by death without benefit of 
clergy , regarding the authors of it as 
enemies of the human r a ce . Nothing could 
be more appropriate than for South Carolina 
to set this ex~rnple i n t he present crisis , 
and I trust the Legislature wi l l not 
adjourn til l it discharges this h i gh 
duty of patr i otism .lo 

The Mobi l e Advert i s er pub l ished the article be low 

on the acquisition of Texas : 

9 David Potter and Thomas G. Manning , National ism 
and ~c ct1onal1s~ in A~erica , 1775-1877 , 177 . 

10 Alber·t B. Es.rt and illwa.rd Channing , Ameri can Eistor y 
Le afle t s , 2 - 3 . 



The South wish to have Texas admitted 
into tho Union for t wo reasons: F'irst , to 
equs l ~ze t he South with t he North , and 
secondly, as a convenient and safe place 
calculated f rom its peculiarly good soil 
and salubrious cl L"UB.te far a slave pop
ulation • • •• :rhe question is t h erefore put 
by t he South to Congress and t he coun try , 
Shal l -e have justice done u s by the admis 
sion of Texas into tne Union , enever that 
ad.mission may be asked by the Te xan s than
selves? The North almost to a cian 111 
answer no . The West 111 be d iv ided , and 
t h e discussion of the question will find 
two strong am powerful parties; the one 
tn f avor of Texas , a slave- holdi~f pro
vince, and t he oth er against it . 
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The following quotation c ame from th e Edgefie l d 

Car ol i n ian , a newspaper s aid to be t h m under t he control 

of the governor of Sout n Caro lina , Mc Duffie : 

The acquisition of Texas , relinquished 
by t h e government of the Un i ted St ates to 
th e magnan i mous .Ferd inimd VII by t he Florida 
treaty of 1819 , is now s subject of much 
interest i n the western sta tes. Thi s 
valuable territory has now devolved on the 
re publ le of Mexico , and f 10 m t he c ond 1 t 1 ens 
of that country , suffering f rom invasion 
and civil war , am wi t h s canty f in ances , it 
is supposed t hat t he ret~oc ess 1on mi ght be 
obtained for a reas :>nable equivalent . Great 
c onfidence 1s expressed that t h e administration 
will embrace t he present favorable occ asion 
of regaining an e xten sive and fertile region 
of country within t he nat ural limits of the 
United State. · . 12 

In 1830 , Pres ident Jacks on offered Mexic o five mi l lion 

dollars for Texas , but th e off er was refused . r. Lundy 

states that Jackson was s o sharpset for Texas t nat from the 

11 Quoted by B. Lundy , The~ in Texas , 54. 

12 Ibid ., 24 . 
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first year of h is administration be se t d~~ble engines to 

work , of negotiating to buy 'l'e xas wltb one hand , and in

st igating the people of that province to r e volt against 

Mexico wi th t he oth er. It was cnar ged t ha t Houston was 

Jackson 'a agent fer the re bel l ion ,. and Antnony But ler, a 
13 

i tss1ss1pp1 l and- jobber 1n Texas, f or the purchase . How-

ever, R. s. Cotter111 states tbat slave owners neither 

orig i na ted t he revol t nor guided lt . Ee furtl'1er declares 

t hat neither his residence among the Cherokee n or h is 

int imacy with Jack son qual ified Sam P.ouston for heading 
14 

a cause of the plant er aristocracy. 

In s peaking of slavery 1n conne c tion wl t h t he rexas 

question , Thomas w. Gilmer admitted t ha t t.'1e climate and 

soil of Te xas was adapted to the culture of co t t on and s ugar 

crops h1oh render slave-labor more profitable than it cou ld 

be 1n grain- growing r egions . .He explained tha t t h is :night 

i nduce the slave population now 1n the United States to 

advance sout hward 1n the e vent of annexation . ~r . Gi lmer 

t b en declared , 

But as tb1s popul tion advances to 
t h e south , will it not rec ede f rom the 
north? Is 1t th e object of your corre
spondents to confine th e slave population 
of t he United States within a canpe.ss so 
narrow as to multiply t h e hards b ips of the 
sle.ve , and to compe l the ::1'5 ster to turn 
h i m loose upon t h e north and the west , 

13 Al l&n Nevins,.£!:.! Diary of John ~ 1ncy Adams , 548 . 

14 R. S. Cotter1ll, The~ South , 202 . 



nominally free , but rea lly a burden t o 
himse lf, and a scou r ge to the pe ople of 
the f ree st a t e s. I ask t he l aboring 
man of t he north , I a s k the i nfatuated 
phi l anth ropist of t ho north , if tr. ey hv.ve 
n ot already enough of t he free Negro? •••• 
l ask if there be not many yet living in 
northern states whose e xperience can testify 
tnat the relations between the negro ond the 
wh ite man were bett er even there , a s master 
and slave, than now when there is an 
equality nominally recognized by law, 
ae;ainst w.r!lcb every sentiment of nature 
and reason re~olts?l5 

Mr . Gilmer then went on to sugf est that it was 

h i gh time bot h t h e North and South pause a moment and 

de l iberate calml y on t he dangers t hat surrounded them. 

He thou ght the true ques t ion wa s not now whe t her there 

could be more territory added to the Union , but whether 

the terr itor y and the State s in the Union could cont i nue 

32 

to be governed by a consti tution wh ich was universa l l y be 

lieved, until recently, to ha ve settled f orever t h e relative 

rights and obligat i ons of the St a t e s as to slavery . 

111' . Gi lmer believed , f rom t he pa ssages wr i tten in the 

March 4 article of the Hat ional Intelligencer by thirteen 

Congressmen , that Adams and company cont emplated the 

abolition of slavery in the Uni ted states by t h e agenc y of 

t h e f ederal government . In t he fo llowing words , he added: 

Certainl y these gent lemen cannot be 
i gnorant of the fact that the federal 
constitution recogn i zes sl avery as one of 
t h e objects entitled to 1ts protec tion, 
and as one of the e l ements of the 

15 J . Hughes , Niles' National Regis ter , LXIV, 284 . 



0 overr..ment wh ich lt crea t ed . rhat 
provision is therein mad e for the 
surrenJer of fugitive 3lavos in all 
the states, and t h at three-fifth s of 
t ne slaves of the Union are to b e 
e numerated i n apportioning represent
at ion , and may thus be subjected to 
direct taxat ion .16 

Gilmer declared t h at it re;nains to be seen whether 
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the gent l emen s peak only f or the~se l ve s, or f or the ~i l l i ons 

of people whom t hey be l ieve to have ado pted t h e sarne fata l 

senti~ents wh ich t h ey have u ttered • 

. ~r . Gilmer concluded hi s a t t ack in the following words : 

I will r. ot be l i eve that yo~ r 
c arre s ? Ond e:1ts h a ve s p :,1cen ad v1.sed y , 
or by any author ity , when they clnt~ to 
r 1flect the feolin6 s of t u e peopl e ~ft e 
free states . 'I'hough t h ere are t hirt een 
:if those houorub l o eentlcmen , (and t btl. t is 
a revolu tionary number , ) I a!:1 persuaded 
t . v.t t hey will fi nd a more pra ctical a s 
well as a more liberal s pirit pervading 
the popul ation of t h e nor, - slavenold.ing 
states. 1'he union is as n eces sary n ow as 
i t always was f or t h e protection a~ all. 
It can be preserved only by preserving 
the c ons titution whi ch form~d it , and t he 
people of the Uni tea' s tates will look wi t h 
ind i g nant reprobation upon any scheme fa
a ggrandizing any on e section of t h e country 
o.t the expense of anotber ••• • •• • •••• Tbe 
compromises of the constitution can be 
carried o~t so a s to admit many ~ore new 
states into our Union, without impairing 
t~e force of that grea t exa~ple by which 
we have a l r eady done so much to emancipate 
the world . Our Union has no danger to 
apprehend fro~ those who be lieve that its 
gen i u s is e xpansive and progres81ve , but 
from thos e w:.o think that t h e limits of the 

n ited Statos are a lready too large and the 

16 ~ -, 285 . 



principles of 1776 too oldf~shioned for 
this fastidious age . 17 

Fear of Engl ~nd Ac qu i ring Texas 

34 

Mr. Gilmer also explained tnat t ne prejudices which 

the thirteen Congressmen would excite are most unfavorable 

to t he permanent harmony and best interests of the Union . 

1:e we nt on to discuss several reasons why Texas should be 

annexed . Among th ese rea s ons was cited t he op i nion that 

annexat ion was c apable of h armonizing national d i s cord , 

which sane a gitators , in conjunc t ion v,ith certain British 

agents at home and abroad , had long sought to inflame . 

In speaking of the Lrltish attempt to meddle in ·re_as 

affairs, Gilmer declared: 

I s not Mr . Adams t h e last man who ought 
to desire t ne es t t'tb l i ::b ment of Dritisn power 
over the country between the Sabine ~nd the 
Rio Grande? Does any 1.1an know better t no.n he 
that t his territory ought now of right to be 
part and parcel of the United States? Does any 
~an know better why it is not? Let me remind 
h i ~ that posterity may bes . ow to a scribe to 
him any very patriotic motives in now 
attempt ng t o nvoke the pr ejudices of a 
particular section of the union against 
slavery, n or d er t o preven t t b e ac quis ition 
of a territory now peopled by our countr~en , 
and wh ich has been i mproperly lost to us . 18 

John C. Cal houn a.lso bec3.me a l arr.ied ,y reports t hat 

Texas ~igh t join some Euro~ean power. ~ Ene land sho~ l d 

17 Ibid . 

18 lb !.d. • , 282 • 
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take Texas , for example , he thought that it would strike 

a h eavy blow at slavery . 

On October 23 , 1843 , Mr . Calhoun wrote a letter to 

Francis Wharton of Philadelphia i n wh ich he frankly ex

pressed his views on annexation . Ee said that it was a 

question of life or death, and opposition to it at the 

North was due to the fact t hat the people t nere had not 

sufficiently weighed the consequences of Engl and 's policy 

and the obligation of all sections to defend t h e South . 

He declared that the South had stood by the North in the 

Revolution , in 1812 , and in the question of the Ma ine 

boundary , but that now the North refused to reciprocate . 

He declared further: 

If we shal l have the folly or wickedness 
to permit Great Br1t1an to plant the lever of 
h er power between the United St ates and Uexico , 
on t h e northern shore of the Gulf of Mexico , 
we gi ve her a place to stand on , f rom wh ich she 
can (brave?) at pleasure t he American cont i nent 
and control its destiny . There is not a 
vacant spot left on the globe , not excepting 
Cuba , to be seized by h er , so well calculated 
to further the boundles s scheme s of her 
ambition and cupidity . If we should permit 
her to seize on it , we shall deserve the 
execration of posterity . Reject the treaty , 
and refuse to annex Texas, and she wi l l 
certainly seize on it . A treaty of alliance 
commercial and political will be forthwith 
proposed b9 Texas to her, and I d oubt not 
accepted . l . 

Andrew Jackson was also influential . Several of h is 

letters were published in the Richmond Inquirer . He said 

19 Carl Schurz , Life of Henry Clay , II , 262 . 
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that if Texas be not accepted now , she will neces sarily 

go over to England . In April , 1844 , h e declared that men 

who would postpone the anu exation because of party 

affiliation or other reasons ought to be publicly exposed 

and sent to tneir own native dunghills , there to rest for -

ever . 

Strength Added to the United St ate s 

John Tyler consistently justified annexation on 

grounds of broad national interest , as a measure designed 

to benefit all sections of the country , and a move to aid 
20 

the commercia l interests of the North . In I.:arch , 1843 , 

Engl and ' s sch eme to injure American slavery by freeing tne 

Texan slaves became kn own to Tyler . In May , 1843 , he be

came further alarmed when he learned through the New York 

Journal of Commerc e that an abolition movement existed in 

Texas. 

In transmitting the treaty to the Senate , Mr . Tyler 

tried to smooth the troubled waters that existed as a re 

sult of Calhoun ' s remarks about Texas being a secti onal 

issue . Ee emphasized the benefits annexation would have on 

American settlers already in Texas , on the com~ercial 

interests of t h e North and East , on the ~estern States by 

crea ting a new marke t for their products , and on the South 

20 Ray Allen Billington , ·nestward Expansion , 502- 03 . 
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by giving it security and protection . President Tyler 

interpreted t h e ou tcome of the election of 1844 as a man

date f r om the people to acquire Texas , and t h is he did by 

a joint r es olution of Congres s . 



CHAPTER III 

UNFAVORABLE REACTIONS TO THE ACQU ISITION OF TEXAS 

Danger of Extending the Territory 

John Quincy Adams on December 25 , 1835 , de livered a 

s pe ech 1n t h e United State s Bouse of Repr e sent atives . 

Parts of t hat speech follow 

As to t he annexat i on of Texas to your 
Confederation , for what do you want i t? 
Are you not large and unwieldly enough 
a lready ? •••• But , sir, suppose you should 
annex 'rexas to t hese United St ates; another 
year would not pass before you would have to 
enga ge in a war for t he conque st of t h e 
Island of Cuba •••• Cuba will stand in need 
of more efficient protection and a bove all 
t he protect ion of a naval power . Suppose 
that naval power sh ould be Grea t Britian . 
There is Cuba at you r very door; and if you 
s pread yourself along a naked coas t , from 
t h e Sabine to t he Rio Br avo , what will be 
your rela tive position towards Great 
Britian , wi t h not only J ama ica , but Cuba , 
and Porto Rico in her hands , and abolition 
for t h e motto to he r u~ion cross of St . 
Geor ge and st . Andrew? 

Mr . Adams went on t o dec lare t hat England would not 

look on while a democracy was gobbling up he r ne i ghbor . 

He declared fur t her that Engl and would carry emancipation 

and abolition with h er in evt>r y fold of her f l ag . 

No Necessity f or Extending t he Limits of t he Union 

1 Quoted by B. Lundy , l'b.e Viar in Texas , 29 . 
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One of Daniel Vebster's r easons for not favor ing t he 

annexa tion of Texas to t h e United States was that he d id 

not see why more t erritory sh ould be add ed to t h e Union . 

In a s pee ch delivered on May 6 , 1 837 , Mr . Webster 

sta ted t hat h e wi sh ed t he new re pub l i c of Texas succes s . 

In h is own words h e s a id: 

We a ll wish it success ; and t h ere is no 
one who will more h e artily rejoice t han I 
shall, to see an i nd ividual community , in
telligent, industrious, and friendl y t oward 
us , spring i ng up , and ris ing into happ i ness , 
d istinction, and power , u pon our own prin
ciples of liberty and government.2 

On the question of annexation , Mr. Webst er declared 

t hat he mu~t set down h is principl es . This h e did by ex

plaining t h at he saw unsurmountab l e objections to the 

annexation of Texas to t he Un i ted St ates . He spoke of t he 

acquisition of Louisiana and Florida as being someth ing 

different from t he Te xas situation . He added: 

The accession of Texas to our territory, 
is not neces sar y to t h e full a nd complete 
enjoyment of a ll wh ich we a lready possess. 
Her case t h eref ore stands entirely 
d ifferent from t hat of Lou isiana and 
Florida . There being t hen no nece ss i ty 
for extend ing t h e l imits of t h e union , 
i n t hat d irect i on , we ough t , I t h ink , 
fo r numerou s and power f ul reasons , to 
be con tent wit h our present boundaries . 3 

Opposition to Increasing t he Inequality 
of Bepresentation 

2 William o. Niles, li iles' Weekly Re gist er, LII , 152 . 

3 Ibid . 



Daniel Webster als o d enounced the a cquisi tion of 

Texns by conque st . He declared that the course abou t to 

be adopted woul d turn the Constitution i nto a deformity 
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and into a curse r a t her t han a b lessing . Ee argued further 

tha t it would make a fr ame of g ove r nment found ed on t he 

grosses t inequality and wou ld i mperil the very ex istence 
4 

of t he Union . 

The Pennsylvania Gazette had t h e follow ing to say 

about t h e acquisit i on of Texas: 

The acquisition of Texas promis e s to 
be a leading measure of t he present 
administ r ation , and without doubt , one of 
great magnitude and i mportance . This will 
be very apparent from the fact as stated , 
t hat t he territory in question will make 
n ine State s , a s large a s Kentucky ; to which 
add the apal ling c onsidera tion , t h at it ls 
desicned to make t h ese nine States slave 
St a t e s . I t is h i gh time , f or the Northern 
i n terests , t he non- slave- h olding s tates , 
to look around , to se e h ow the balanc e of 
power will be affected by t h is bold undertak t ng . 5 

Oppos ition to t he Increase of Slavery 

In 1836 , t he anti - slaver y movement began to show 

itself i n the Senate . The contest c a.me on the reception 

of petitions f or the abolition of sla ver y in the District 

of Columb ia . Mr . Calhoun moved that thes e petitions 

sh ould not be rece i ved , but t h is was defea ted . The question 

4 Henry Cabot Lodge , Daniel \ ebs ter , 271 . 

5 Quoted by B. Lundy , ~ • ~ •, 29 . 
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then came on the petitions themselves , and t h e plan of 

their supporters as rejected . r . 'ebster voted with the 

minority because h e disapproved t h is method of d isposing 

of t he matter . ~e presented t h ree similar petitions soon 

afterward and moved their referenc e to a com..~1ttee of in

quiry . ~e argued , that , while t h e government b ad no power 

wha tever ovor slavery in t h e St ates , it had complete con

trol over slavery 1n t he Di s trict , which was a tota lly 

different affair . I • 

Daniel ~ebster, 1n a speech on May 6 , 1837 , stated 

t h at Texas would 1n all likelihood become a slave sta te . 

However , ho declared t hat h e would do all in h is power to 

keep slavery from expanding on this. continent . 

Also in 1837 , a big public reception was given Mr . 

' lebater 1n New York . In t h e course of his speech on t hat 

occasion, he referred to 1 e xas and strongl y expres s ed the 

belief t hat Texas should re~ain inde pendent . He also 

touched on slavery by declaring : 

I frankly avo ll1Y entire ~n illinrnes s 
to do anyth ing t hat shall extend the slavery 
of the African race on t h is continent , or add 
other slave-hold i ng St stes to the Union . mien 
I say that I r egard slavery in itself as a 
great moral , social , and political evil , I 
only use t he language which has been adopted 
by distingu ished men , t h emselves citizens of 
slave- holding States . I shall do nothing, 
t herefore , to favor or encourage its !'urther 
e xtension . e h ave slavery already amongst 
us . 11he Coostitut1on found it in the Union, 
it recognized it , and gave it solemn guarant 1es . 
To the full extent of t he guaranties we are all 
bound in honor , in justice , and by t h e Constitution. 
••••• But wh en we come to s peak of admitting new 



States , the subject assumes an entirely different 
aspect. In my opinion, the people of tne Unit ed 
States will not consent to bring i nto the Union 
a new , vastly extensive , and s l ave - holding 
country , laree enough for half a dozen or a 
dozen States . In my opinion , t ney ought not 
to consent to it . 6 
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On September 20 , 1337 , John ~,uincy Adams presented 

t welve pe titions and remonstrances against the admission 

of rexaa into the Union. Other members presented many 

other petitions . Again on September 28 , 10~7, Ada.ms pre

sented petitions for the abolition of slavery i n the 

Territories, for refusing the admission of any ne · slave 

holding Sta~e into the Union , and for the proh ibition of 

the i nter-State slave- trade . 

On February 14 , 1838 , Mr . Adams presented three 

hundred and fi.fty petitions to Congress . Of these , sixty

five were for the abolit i on of slavery and the slave- trade 

1n t ne District of Columbia , and fif ty-four ere against tne 

annexation of Texas to t he Union . One pet ition prayed 

that Congres s would take measures to protect citi zens of 

the Uorth going to th e South from danger to t heir lives . 

J r . Ada:..-,s saic! that in another part of the Capitol it ne.d 

been t hrea ten ·u that if a Northern abolitionist should go 

to !'orth Carolina be would be hanged 1f he could be caught . 

During 1838 , more pe titions c~11e 1n, and !Jr . Calhoun , 

always defendin6 bis beloved Southl and by argument , no 

6 Henry Cabot Lodge , E,£ • ill•, 282-83. 



attempted to stop t h e ar ltat1on i n another way . He 

introduced a resolu tion to t he effect that t he petlt1ons 

ero a d irect and dange r ous a ttack on t he 1nst1tu t1on of 

the s l a ve- holding States . hlr . r:ebster wrote to n friend 

t hat Calhoun 's resolution ·as an attempt to write a ne 

constitut ion, and tha t t h e proceedings of tne s enate . 

hen they passed the resolution sl ghtly modified , drew 
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a line wnicn could never be obliterated . 'i'he resolutions 

were adopted by a large ma jority, • Webster voting 

a gainst; them . John ~u1nc y Adams , who had no love for Mr . 

Webster , say s i n bis diary in ~.arch , 1 838 : 

Their policy is dalliance wit h the 
Sou th; and they care no more f or tne r ht 
of petition t h an 1s absolutely necessary 
to satisfy the feeling of their constituents . 
They are envious of my pos 1~1on as the 
supporter of t he right of petition ; and t h ey 
truckle to t be Soutn to court t helr favor 
for Webs t e r . He 1s now h t'llsel.f tamper ing 
wlth the Sou th on the sla very and the 
Texas questlon . 7 

After leaving tne cabinet 1n 1842, Mr . ~ebs ter con

tinued to watch with attention t he progress of events . 

The f or mat i on of the Liberty Party a lar:ned h im, for he 

underst ood t he 1orce of tne ant1- slsvery movemen t 1n the 

:N orth . lie now s aw t hat f orce take definite snape and 

assume extreme grounds of opposition . 

Henry Clay also had to take part 1n t h e ~ro ess of a 

7 .!£!2.·, 285- 86 . 
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s cheme which the slave powers pushed for ard - - the scheme 

having in view the eventual annexation of Texas . His 

attitude toward Texas was curious indeed . 

In 1820 , it sh ott ld be remembered t hat , as a member of 

the House of Represent atives , Clay attacked bitterly the 

Monroe admin i stration for having g iven u p Texas in the 

Florida treaty . In 1827 ,. as Secretary of St a te under John 

Q. Adams , he instructed Poinsett to propose to the Mexican 

government the purchase of Texas for a su m of money . Now 

Clay was at t he head of t he Committee on ·orei r n Rela tions 

in the Senate , and t he subject presen ted itself to him in 

an entirely new aspect . 

During all these years, Texas was building up a 

history . Slavery, too , was involved and South erners seized 

upon the opportunity to e xterxi their domain . Clay was in 

no haste to recognize Texas in 1836 . Four weeks after 

Texas proclaimed her independence , he reported from the 

Committee on Foreign Relations a resolution "that the inde

pendence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by the United 

States ~nenever sa~isfactory i nformation shall be received 

t h at it has in su ccessful operation a civil government 

capable of performing t he duties and fulf1111ng the obligations 
8 

of an independent power . " He conceded , however , that it was 

not necessary to qct upon h is resolution at t hat session of 

8 Carl Schurz , Life of Henry Clay , II , 92 . 
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Congress . 

i 'by ·as Cl ay so cold t o ards Texa now? Perhaps t he 

very t hing which illade t he acquisition of ·rexas so desirable 

to Cal h oun secret l y alarmed Clay . When another resolution 

was voted u pon, declaring that t he condition of things in 

Texas was now such as to entitle t hat country to recognition 

as an independent state , Clay's name did not a ppear among 

t hose voting . 

Henry Clay, l a r gely a Southern ~an with Northern 

principles , d isliked annezation because h is instinct told 

hlm that it ~eant t he propagation of slav ry , and t hat it 

endangered t he Union . Both Clay and Van Buren a greed to 

publicly t ake position agains t it , if it should beco::ie 

necessary . however , as l n e as 1843 , Clay h oped it ould 

not be neces sary . On December 8 , 1843 , he said, in a 

letter that he did not t hink it right to present new 

questions to t he public and to allow President Tyler , for 

his own selfish purposes , to introduce an exc iting topic , 

and add to t he other subj ects of contention before t he 

c ountry . 

In view c ' t he possible annexation of Texas and the 

extension of slave territory, the national Anti-Slavery 

Convention published a Declaration of Sentiments as 

cherished by t h•3m 1n relation to t he ensla vement of one-

s 1xth of the American people . It reads in part as follo s: 

We believe and a f f ir:n -- l'hat every 



American citizen , ho r etains a human 
be ing in involuntary bondage , as his 
property , 1s (acc ord ing to Scripture) 
a ,UN- STEALER . 1'ha. t t h e slaves ou£ht 
to i ns t antly be se t free , and brouf;ht 
under t h e protection of law . Ve main
t ain t~at no c om~ensat1on should be g iven 
to the planter s emancipa ting t heir 
sl.aves •••• ~e s hall organi ze Ant i - Sl avery 
Societies , if possible , in e ver y c i ty, 
town and village 1n our la.nd . 9 
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An unidentified "gontleman of great ph ilantr opy~ in 

the State of !iew York e xpressed himsel f th is way: 

The number of res pectable Men 1n 
Texas is too small to redee~ the country 
and t heir c ause f r om the fathomless abyss 
of misery , degrad ation , and infa~y , into 
which t h e projected establishment am 
perpetuation of sla ver y mus t inevitably 
plunge them as wel l as the Uni ted Sta tes • 
. ~oanwhile , all the slave- mongers , s l ave
politlc ians , and slave - presses , on th is 
alee of t he Sabine and Red rivers , are 
u sing t he u t mos t exertions t o force t he 
recognition of Texan Independence , aoo 
1ts incorporatio~ wt t b the United States 
as speedily as poss H;le . This monstr ua 
outrage , unsurpassed l n the blackest 
p~ges of history , is fast tend i ng to its 
c onS Uim'Ja t ion. 10 

John Quincy Adams described President Tyler as a 

political- aectarlan, of the slave- driving , Vir~inian , 

Jeffersonian school , principled agai nst all improvement , 

w th al.l tho L1ter ests and vices of sl very rooted in h is 

moral and political c onstitut ion . "This day , " be continued , 

9 David M. Pot t er and ·l'hcr~as o. Manning , lat ionalism 
and Sect1ona l1sm in America , 1775-1877 , 194 . 

10 Qu oted by B . Lundy , .!!:!, _..!!: i n Texas , 54 . 
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"was in every son so c;loo::17 . " .• ~r . Adams v,aa a peak i ng of 

the duy tbnt Tyler beca.:ne President of the Unit ed Stat es . 

On Apr il 2, 1844 , t he treaty of nn.~ exation of Texas 

to t h e Union was sen t to t .ie Senato. AdeJUS dec l ared that 

with it er, t t he freed om of t he htunan r ace. Ee docla red 

t hat t h e treaty was Tyler's last card for a popular 

whirl ind to car r-y him through for t he Presidential nom-
12 

ination. 

Constitutional Ob jections 

Toe pro j ect ed annexation of re1cas stirred Ur . 1~drun ' s 

1nd1r nnt ion . " I t i s , " h e s a id , "a question of ,a far deeper 
13 

root than any other question t hat agitated the country . " 

Re based h is opposition t o t he an:-: exnt!on up·m constitutional 

ob jections , nnd in Septe~ber , 1537 , offered a reoolution 

that "tr..e p-::,wer of e.::nex1ng t :ie people of any i ndependen t 

state to t h is Union is a pover not de l cgnted by the 

Cons titut ion of the Un ited States to their Congress or to 

8.J."1Y department of t t.ta t government , but reserved to the 

people . " The Speaker of t he Eouse wou l d no t per :nl t t h is 

statement to l -e read on ounds that 1t as not 1n order . 

The Bo ton Atlas denounced the anne r.ation of rexas 

11 Allan Nevins , The Diary of J ohn Q~inoy Adams , 520 . 

12 ~ -, 569 . 

13 John T . ,:!orse , John ~1ncy Adam s , 266- 67 . 
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o.s" a mad project, irrational , preposterous , manifestly 

a gainst the prov1aiona or the Constitution , the con

temptible scheme of a poor miserable trai tor temporarily 

acting as President , "ond a scheme , too, " that was liable 

to end in ruin, bloodshed, the do,m.fall of the American 
14 

government and the overthrow of Republican principles." 

The paper added t hat t h ~ project would oo resisted with 

the last drop of blood . 

No Advantages Derived 

On March 3 , 1843, th i rteen memoors of t .e twenty

seventh Congress prepared a statement which was aderessed 

uto t he people of the freo States of the Union . " ·rh1s 

article a ppeared 1n t h e National intelligencer and was 

signed by these men : J0hn '-illincy Adams , 3 . M. Gates , J . R. 

G1dd1oga, William Slade , ~illiam B. Calhoun , s . J . ndrews , 

N. B. Borden , Thomas c. Ch ittenden, John Mat t ocks , J . u. 
Boward , Christopher ~organ , Victory Birdseye, and Hiland 

15 
Eall . 

The statement was an appeal to the people of t he United 

States to stand 0.gainst the annexation of Texas . The group 

. declared that t here was no political neces s ity for t h e 

annexation of Texas to t he Union , and no advantages to be 

14 J • E. . Smith , me exat1on of rexas , 183 . 

15 J . I:ughea , ' ilea' 1;ational feg1stor , LXIV, 173- 75 . 
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der ived from it . 'I'hey believed it to be fo r the interest 

and happiness of t h e who le Union to remain as it was , 
16 

without diminution and without addition . 

Dissolut ion to be P i nal Result 

i1he t h irteen Congres s1:1en believed that annexation 

oalcl a lso resul t ln the dissolut ion of the Union . The 

annexation · as spoken of as a Southern attempt tc gain 

core ~ower . Concluding tbe attack , t h ey said: 

To pz•event the s uccess of t h is 
nefarious project -- to preserve from 
such gross violation the const itution 
of our country , adopted expressly to se
cure the b les sings of liberty and not t he 
perpetuation of slaver y -- and to prevent 
the speedy and vlolon t dissolution of the 
Dnion , we invite you to unite, without 
distinct ion of party , in an im.~ed 1a te e~
pres sion of your v1ev.•s on this subj ect , i n 
such manner a a you ~ay de em bet ca lculat ed 
to answer the end proposed . 17 

To the surprise of !tlflny, opposition to an nexation was 

sometL~es e xpressed in the Sout h . John M. Botts, a 

Congressman from Virg inia, d1d not favor the annexation of 

Texas . On April 12 , 1844 , he delivered a s peech 1n rJew 

York w~ ich sh ~wed very def initely h 1s att itude towards the 

anner..at1on ques tion . 

Dur ing the course of h is s peech , Mr . Botts s poke of 

"a grave ai1d more serious question . 11 He declared t nnt tbat 

16 lbld. 

17 ~ -. 175 . 
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question strikes a t the very root of the government and 

could no.t fail to stir up f rom its utmost depths the very 

founda tions of society . The Virg inian was speaking of t h e 

attem pt to annex Te xan to the United States . Mr . Potts 

concluded with the following words: 

Ii' accomplished , that it will lead 
to t he dis turbance of our harmony, t he 
distraction of our people , end , sooner or 
later , to t he dismemberment of t h is 
government , I have no shadow of doubt ; 
I am a Union man . I am no Southern man 
wi t h Norther n principles . I ar.i a Southe.:-n 
man with national principles . Mr . Tyler 
has made up t11e i s sue for Congress whether 
we or England shall have Texas . ~or my own 
part , I do n ot choose that • Tyler or h is 
minister shal l make u any such issue for 
me . Neith er his opinion, nor tho ends ar:d 
aims of the d1sunion1sts , nor t he coop
eration of Texas land s peculators , nor of 
the holders of Texas scrip or bonds , shall 
induce me to credit for an instant t he 
absurd idea t hat Engl and woul d be willing 
to take Texas , with ner slave population , 
as a prov ince , if it were offered to h er 
tomorrov, •••••• But what are t h e terms of 
the treaty? Who yet knows? ••• I a~ far 
t h is country, t h is country as it is , and 
t h is Union as it is, and I will never 
agree to dissolve it f or the formation 
of any new one . 18 

Opposition to a War t ith ex1co 

After Mr . Webster had r eti red from t he Cabinet and 

engaged in law practice for sevoral years , he was re turned 

to t he Senate . In a letter to h is s on , h e rot e: 

1le we feel as we ought about t he 
annexat ion of Texas , e ought to keep in 

18 John ~ . Botts , The Great Rebellion, 83- 4 . 



view the true ~ ~unds of objection to that 
measure . ·These grounds a1·e, -- want of 
constitutional power , -- danger of a war 
with Mexico, danger of too great an extent 
of territory, and danc;er oi' the increase of 
slave representation.19 

When Congress asse~b led again 1n December, 1845 , 

their attention was focused on the admission of Texas. 

J,,r . Webster again st Rted h is objections to t he measure . 
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Ee expressed his opposition to t h is method of obtaining 

new territory by resolu tion instead of by treaty , am as 

endan gering the Constitution and tne Union b y increasing 

the already e xis ting inequality of representation , and ex

tending t he area of slavery . 

Van Buren, in a letter pr i nted in the tta snlngt on 

Globe , declared t hat Mexico had so.id t r.a t the a cqu isition 

of Texa.s would be considered an unfriendly act . Tl)ua , he 

believed t hat a war would result if t n e United St a tes 

s hould annex Texas . 

Innis Raleigh letter, Henry Cl ay stated t hat he 

would not pl unge the United States into a war for the 

acqu isition of Texas . fi e consid ered the annexation of 

Texas without the consent of Mexico as a measure involving 

the country certainly 1r: a war with .iex1co, probably with 

other powers. and not called for by any general e xpression 
20 

of public opinion . 

19 lienry Cabot Lodge , op . cit •• 289- 90 . 

20 Carl Schurz , Life of He nry Clay, II , 244 . 
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?oth t~e s~uth and t he ·orth were dissatisfied with 

t h e lett er . The Sout.~ clamor ed for Te xus a t any coat , and 

the Ilort . '!\'as d1ssst13fied because it did not put forward 

slavery as t ho r.uiln r eason for repellins Texas . 

On February 28 , 1845 , oh~ Quincy Adan~ , spe king of 

t _ e J)('.s~ase of t h e resol11t ion an,.1 e x ing Texas to the United 

States , wrote 1.n h1s diary: 

Toe dny pas s es, nnc leaves scarcely 
a distinct trace upon the memory of any
thing» and prec.sely beca' e , among r.umber
less other objects of comparative 1ns1gn1-
f1cance , the heaviest calrunity t na t ever 
befell myself and cy country as t h i.s day 
consummated ••••• •• • I t ook i n this 
tr nsact1on no part save t nat of silent 
voting . I r egard 1t as the apoplexy of 
the constitutlon . 21 

21 Allan ~evins , l"he Diary or John '-tU1noy JI.dams , 574 . 
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